working through hypotheses and unleashing the imagination. It is book that intends to try out new ideas, rework concepts to fit new realities, and abandon them if they are no longer useful. The affinity should be placed-he seems to be suggesting-not in philosophical schools or political movements, but in productive encounters that are willing not only to address negative effects of capitalist urbanization but also positively create present and future scenarios and practices, or, Joycean situations of Here Comes Everybody.
Merrifield, not incidentally, calls for abandoning forms of nostalgia that treat cities of yesteryear as models to return to. Instead, he embraces science fiction, virtuality, and immanentist urbanization not as something positive in itself but as an enlarged field of action and play. The recent examples from Arab Spring to Occupy Movement and Spanish Indignados are treated favorably without making them into the ultimate frontier of what is possible, of the potentiality of present conditions. Thus the role of the virtual world should not be discounted for it is rich with possibilities to ignite wild fires across the globe-to connect various struggles, to mobilize instantly, to inspire. Merrifield does not repeat the oft-rendered critiques of these movements as not demanding anything in particular, as being too horizontal, too spontaneous, and without clear political agenda. He suggests that current and future struggles for urban commons need to invent affective forms of solidarity. These are "revolutionary rehearsals" consciously evasive of old forms of being political (party, state, rights, etc.). They are rehearsing new forms of competencies, the issue of potential conflicts between the European and national legal orders -a thorny issue already from the start of European integrationbecomes more urgent.
Although the Community legislator and, much more so, the Community judge tried to solve the issue already in the 1960s, as the Union becomes more invasive into all aspects of national life -from free movement and education to civil liberties and security issues -such tensions become more probable and, in particular, start impinging upon fundamental and even constitutional provisions of member states' legal order. These tensions can no longer be solved by merely applying the principle of the supremacy of EU law, since they touch upon essential constitutional elements of democratic states. The book is easy to follow by its structure: divided into three parts, it rolls off the analysis of the institution per se, voting systems in selected member states and voting systems in a comparative perspective. First part focuses on the questions that, most likely are in the thoughts of thousands of Europeans, namely the method of elections and the party system of the European Parliament. Italian Behind these intriguing titles lie sophisticated reflections indeed. One may disagree with some of them, but one cannot turn away in apathy, especially those who themselves were witnesses to the described transformations.
If in two words I had to characterize the essence and the nature of the changes as they are described in Kavaliauskas' book, those words would be "liberation" and "complexity". The author wonderfully avoids primitive simplifications, which are illustrated in citations of other scholars. Such quotations one may expect to overhear in a conversation of housewives, but not of scholars of transitology. For instance, the author categorically rejects the opinion according to which Slovenian nationalism is supposedly "European", whereas Croatian "and especially Serbian nationalism" is identified "as barbaric, as non-European". But it is possible that the avoidance of frequent usage of the term "neoliberalism"-associated with the negative side of the socioeconomics-reflects 
